REMARKS 

In paragraph 1 of the Office Action Applicant's prior election of claims 23 to 32 is 
acknowledged. Applicant confirms that claims 1 to 22 are withdrawn. 

In paragraph 2 of the Office Action claim 30 is objected to, stating that: 

Claims 30 is objected to because of the following informalities: claim 30 
— line 2, it appears "100 less than nanometers" should be -- less than 100. 
nanometers". 

Responsive hereto, Applicant has amended claim 30 accordingly. 

In paragraphs 3 and 4 of the Office Action claims 23, 24, 26-29, 31, and 32 are rejected 

under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Sasaki et al (U.S. 6,667,849) stating: 

Note column 18 — lines 21 to 24 which state that "especially, sharp 
patterning of the microscopic uniform width portion corresponding to the front 
end part 13a(l) in the top pole tip 13a can be performed". 

"The top pole tip corresponds to the claimed P2 pole tip. The figures 
depict corners that have surfaces meeting at right angles. The present claims are 
product claims such that the method limitations set forth in claim 26 do not define 
over Sasaki. It is noted that Sasaki does disclose the use of ion milling for forming 
his pole tips. 

Applicant respectfully traverses this ground of rejection and asserts that Sasaki et al. c 849 
is not prior art to the present application. 

As set forth in the Amendments to the Specification submitted herewith (page 2), this 
application is a divisional application, and claims the benefit of copending U.S. Patent 
Application Serial Number 09/684,227 filed October 6, 2000, now U.S. Patent 6,651,313 issued 
November 25, 2003. Applicant's initial indication that this application is a divisional application 
is found in Applicant's filing Transmittal Letter, wherein Applicant's claim of benefit of the 
earlier filed 09/684,227 application is set forth; a copy of the first page of the Transmittal Letter 
is provided herewith for the Examiner's convenience. Applicant further notes that in the Filing 
Receipt, mailed 01/02/2004, the priority data is identified as "Domestic Priority data as claimed 
by Applicant". 

Applicant therefore respectfully submits that the grounds of rejection set forth in 
paragraphs 3 and 4 of the Office Action, as based upon Sasaki et al. '849 be withdrawn in that it 
is not based upon valid prior art. 
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In paragraphs 5 and 6 of the Office Action claims 25 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 

103(a) as being unpatentable over Sasaki et al., stating: 

"Sasaki does not disclose a corner radius that would correspond to his 
sharp patterning. 

Official Notice is given that in the thin film formation arts, such as for 
forming thin film magnetic heads, the radius range that would be understood to be 
considered a sharp corner at the time the invention was made included values in 
the range 0.10 nanometers to less than 100 nanometers. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have the top pole tip corner radius of Sasaki be a value 
in the range of 0.10 nanometer to less than 100 nanometers. The motivation 
would have been: such values were recognized as being consistent with the 
concept of a sharp corner when applied to a thin film environment." 

Applicant respectfully traverses this ground of rejection in that it is based upon the 
teachings of Sasaki et al. '849, which is not prior art to the present application. As indicated 
hereabove, this application is a divisional application, and claims the benefit of copending U.S. 
Patent Application Serial Number 09/684,227 filed October 6, 2000, now U.S. Patent 6,651,313 
issued November 25, 2003. Applicant therefore respectfully asserts that this ground of rejection 
should be withdrawn. 

Having responded to all of the paragraphs of the Office Action, and having amended the 
claims accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that the Application is now in condition for 
allowance. Applicant therefore respectfully requests that a Notice of Allowance be forthcoming 
at the Examiner's earliest opportunity. Should the Examiner have any questions or comments 
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with regard to this amendment, a telephonic conference at the number set forth below is 
respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Dated: August 31, 2006 

ROBERT O. GUILLOT 
IPLO® Reg. No. 28,852 

Intellectual Property Law Offices 
1901 S. Bascom Avenue, Suite 660 
Campbell, CA 95008 
Telephone: (408) 558-9950 
Facsimile: (408) 558-9960 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING (37 CFR 1.8(a)) 
I hereby certify that this paper (along with any referred to as being attached or enclosed) is being deposited on August 31 , 2006 
with the U.S. Postal Service as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: MS Amendment, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. 
Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. * ' 



Date: August 31, 2006 



Patricia Beilmann 
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